To the Editor -In 1879 in a private letter to Joseph Hooker, Charles Darwin grumbled 1 : "The rapid development as far as we can judge of all the higher plants within recent geological times is an abominable mystery."Although this abominable mystery is often cited today, and sometimes declared solved, few realize that the mystery is deeper today than it was for Darwin. Today, no pre-Cretaceous angiosperm fossils are universally recognized 2 . In contrast, as I show below, Darwin and his contemporaries believed that preCretaceous monocotyledonous angiosperm fossils did exist.
In his 1879 letter, Darwin was commenting on a paper by John Ball 3 , which described the plant fossil record using the (now archaic) terms 'endogen' for monocotyledon and 'higher exogen' for dicotyledon. He cited evidence that monocot fossils had been found in the Carboniferous and Permian (Fig. 1) .
As a consequence of this understanding of the fossil record, it was commonly accepted in the 1870s and 1880s that monocots were the progenitor lineage to dicots. Ball's paper stated this: "… where, I would ask, must we look for the […] remote forms which served to bridge over the interval, so perplexing to the botanist, between the endogens and the exogens?" . In 1893, George Henslow began a paper, in which he suggested for the first time that monocots had evolved from dicots, with the words "There seems to have been a general assumption that endogens preceded angiospermous exogens in the evolutionary history of plants" 10 . This assumption may be why Darwin does not seem to have dwelt upon the identification of a progenitor lineage for the "higher plants" as a mystery 
